
septamber ll, 1955 

Dtw Dr. LQ.dfsonr 

I spent some Um this weekend on some cell pedigrees with your 
miltwee, partfcularly writ21 Hl, H&2, H,!+? 3rd H300. The latter three were, 
for technical xwaenna, not the $ost faworable for pedl#ree studies: HI. 
worked very cleanQ. d couple of doaen cells were followed for from 
one to three fissions. 

Once the cells were growing rapidly again, about blf the fiastins 
gaw one t, &a0 - pair (+ = imsdiately motile; - = initially nonmotile, 
becoraing LmtUe before the next ffssion). This is not consfstxmt enough 
to be worth foXLowing up in great detail, and there does not mmn to be 
a definite pattern. So probably, it La only a matter of the reld~ rates 
of flagellum formation and cell dioidion. One pedigree wa8 provocative: 
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3ut the auggeeted rule, that + glvem +,a; - gives +,+ was not consistently 
followed in other flaslona.Where atlll ntay be som such pattern, but It 
whid be too mch of a dfgresaion for me to go intO it juat yet. If ~rou should 
nm Antr, otbw culbures in wbkh bipolar cells, er bipolar crell patis, are 
strikI.ngly absent, I would appreciate your bringing them to my attention for 
possible future trirsle. Thank you for your courtesy thus far. 

Yours eincerdy, 

k&dt&tnThie might be interpreted as* +nea& "old fl ellunP; -mmm~ a 
newly formed one, or, in RUC a sense, that the flag&J. 2 for two cells are 
fornusd every other division. 


